BUCKINGHAM
loyalty he only hoped they would be able to suggest some way which should 'make posterity remember you had a thankful Chancellor and one that really loved you and your University'.1
On June 8th Buckingham laid before the House of Lords his answer to the charges preferred against him.   This defence displays evidence of a remarkably careful preparation, and the Duke was able to show that in all his actions he had been supported either by the past or the present King. The lavish grants which James had forced upon him reflected as much upon the donor as the receiver. In the questionable proceedings respecting the surrender of the Vanguard and the other ships to France, or the seizure and retention of the St. Peter, Buckingham was able to show that he had merely obeyed orders. James had laboured for the grant from the East India Company much more diligently than Buckingham, and the Duke could produce the King's own letters to prove this.  The charge of poisoning was so absurd that he saw in it nothing which would not even assist his cause by proving that his accusers were actuated by personal animosity.   His self-confidence was in no whit abated by what had just passed: cWho accuses me?5 he proudly demanded of the Peers.   'Common Fame.  Who gave me to your Lordships? The House of Commons. The one is too subtle a body, if a body: the other too great for me to contest with. Yet I am confident neither the one nor the other shall be found my enemy when my cause comes to be tried.'8
But his words made little impression upon the Commons who proceeded to debate stormily upon the recent events. For a whole day they continued to sit without a break, arguing as to whether they should draw up a Remonstrance against Buckingham to be presented to the King, before
1 CABALA, p. 119.              * Lords* Journals, m, p. 662.
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